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RESPONSE TO OFFICE ACTION OF 9 OCTOBER 2007 


Sir: 


This communication is in response to the Office Action of 9 October 2007, the period of 
time with which to respond having been extended to expire on 9 April 2008. 


Claims in the Application. Claims 106-110, 112, 114-116, 119, 121-131, 135-140, 142, 144- 
145, 150-154 and 160-180 are active in this application. Reconsideration is respectfully 
requested. 

Examiner's Rejection Over Richards. The Examiner has made the following rejections: 

(i.) rejection of Claims 106-110, 112, 114-116, 119, 121-131, 13 5-140, 142, 144, 145, 

150-154, 160, and 169-180 under 35 U.S.C. § 102(b) as anticipated by or, in the 

alternative, under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as obvious over U.S. Patent Publication No. 

6,059,034 ("Richards"); and 
(ii.) rejection of Claims 161-168 under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being unpatentable over 

Richards). 

These grounds of rejection are respectfully traversed. 

Richards is directed to use of a substantially deformable particulate material with a 
substantially non-deformable proppant to render a pack in order to prevent the formation of 
fines, improve fracture conductivity and/or reduce proppant flowback. As noted in col. 7, 11. 30- 
35, the deformable particulates "cushion" the non-deformable particulates and thereby prevent 


REMARKS 


